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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This Office action has been issued in response to amendment filed 6 August 
2004. Claims 19-23 are pending. Applicants 1 arguments have been carefully and 
respectfully considered, and some are persuasive in light of the instant amendment, but 
others are not, as will be discussed below in detail. Accordingly, claims 19-23 stand 
rejected, and this action has been made FINAL, as necessitated by amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 19-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Otterness et al (US Patent #6,460,122). 

With respect to independent claim 19, a storage system is disclosed in the title. 

A plurality of clusters is disclosed in figure 1 1 as Complex/Controller A and 
Complex/Controller B, with each being a cluster. Examiner notes that the figure shows 
both controllers to be labeled as "A." However, examiner interprets this as a 
typographical error in the patent, and interprets the second controller as "B." 

A communication path which connects each of the clusters is disclosed in figure 
11 as "Communications Fibre Loop." 
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A disk controller (in each cluster) is disclosed as Processor Complex A or B, 
respectively. 

A plurality of disk drives is disclosed in figure 1 1 as the disk drives shown 
connected to the disk fibre loop in each of the clusters. 

A disk interface in each of the disk controllers which connects to the disk drives 
of the cluster is shown in figure 1 1 as the "disk fibre loop." 

A cache memory is disclosed in figure 1 1 as DATA caches in the processor 
complexes. 

A control memory is inherent in light of the disclosure at column 23, lines 7-8, 
which discuss cache control firmware. Inherently, if there is cache control firmware, 
there must be a place to store it. That place to store it is interpreted by examiner to be 
a control memory. 

Examiner also notes that all of the above is disclosed in applicants' admitted prior 
art figure 17 of the instant disclosure, as well. 

"Updated data" is given its broadest reasonable interpretation by examiner to be 
data. During a write operation, any data written could be considered "updating data" as 
it is writing "newer" data to that area of memory. 

When a first disk controller of a first cluster receives from a host computer a write 
request (shown, as applicants point out in the instant remarks at page 1 1 , as figure 13), 
requesting to update (write) data stored in disk drives of a second disk controller of a 
second cluster is shown in figure 13, #703, where the first controller checks all other 
controllers to check for data in it's cluster (for disk access reasons, as disclosed in #707 
of figure 1 3. The first disk controller checking whether the data is stored in the cache 
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memory of the second disk controller, and if the data is not stored in the cache memory 
of the second disk controller, the first disk controller sending the write request to the 
second disk controller via the communication path is disclosed in figure 13 as step 
#704, where the first controller checks other controllers to see of this data (the "data to 
be updated") is there. If it is not there, the process passes to #707 in figure 13, where it 
is determined that another controller has the data, and then to #705, where the data is 
demoted to the appropriate controller. 

Figure 13, steps #703, #704, #705, and #707 also anticipate, as discussed 
supra, that, in response to the write request from the first disk controller (#704) and 
when the data to be updated is not stored in the second disk controller's cache (#704 - 
line to #707), the second disk controller writes the data to the disk drives of it's cluster 
via the disk interface based on the write request (for disk access reasons in #707, 
process passes to #705, where data is demoted to appropriate controller. 

All of this process is also discussed from column 25, line 65 into column 26, line 
50. It is important to note that "demotion" is writing back data to what is, in fact, known 
in the art as a lower-level cache, such as the actual disk, as is discussed in column 4, 
lines 45-65, for example, but is referred to by Otterness et al as "higher" level caches, 
which, ordinarily, would be closer to the processor, not farther away. 

With respect to claim 20, the data is stored in the cache of the second disk 
controller, the second disk controller updates the data by writing the data into the 
second disk controller cache is disclosed in figure 13, #705. 

With respect to claim 21 , each control memory of the clusters storing a cache 
directory to identify the disk controller having a disk drive which stores the data in that 
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cache memory is disclosed in figure 6, #514, which shows the mapping of cache lines of 
system drive sectors. Column 15, lines 40-43 discusses the hash table shown in figure 
6, and how it allows the cache control firmware (inherently stored in the control memory) 
to perform a quick look-up to determine if the data is already cached [or in the disk]. 

With respect to claim 22, the first disk controller receiving a completed report 
indicating completion of the writing of data from said second disk controller, and 
thereafter sending the completed report to the host computer is disclosed in figure 13, 
#706. 

With respect to claim 23, the second disk controller inhibiting access to the data 
until the first disk controller sends the completed report is shown in figure 13, as no 
activity is shown to happen from #705 (where the data movement is complete) to #706. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants' arguments with respect to the specification objections are persuasive 
in light of the instant amendment. Accordingly, those objections are withdrawn. 

Applicants' arguments with respect to the 35 USC 112, 2 nd paragraph rejections 
are persuasive in light of the instant amendment. Accordingly, those rejections are 
withdrawn. 

Applicants' arguments with respect to the objections to the claims are persuasive 
in light of the instant amendment. Accordingly, those objections have been withdrawn. 

Applicants' arguments with respect to the 35 USC 102(e) rejection of the claims, 
however, are not persuasive, even in light of the instant amendments. Based on 
applicants' clarifications and the instant amendment, however, examiner did alter his 
interpretation of the instant claims as they relate to the applied prior art of record, as 
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was necessitated by amendment. Accordingly, a discussion of how the previous 
interpretation was applied is moot, and examiner will turn to applicants' arguments with 
respect to figure 13, which discusses the write request as opposed to a read request. 

Specifically, applicants argue on page 11 of the instant remarks, that, "[l}t is clear 
from Otterness that there is no teaching that in order to perform a request for writing 
data, the first controller makes a determination whether the data to be updated by the 
data of the write request is stored in the level 0 cache included in another controller and 
if not sends the write request to the other controller as in the present invention." 

However, perhaps applicants were viewing a figure other than that of figure 13 of 
Otterness at the time they made this statement, because it is very clear that figure 13 
shows just that process, as discussed supra with respect to the claim rejections. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christian P. Chace whose telephone number is 
703.306.5903. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-4-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Donald Sparks can be reached on 703.308.1756. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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